
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



472 VIRGINIA LAW REVIEW 

officer, no presumption of prejudice will arise. Jones v. Stale, 152 Ind. 
318, 53 N. E. 823; Nabors v. State, 120 Ala. 323, 25 South. 529; King v. 
State, 91 Tenn. 617, 20 S. W. 169. 

In connection with the question of what constitutes a separation in 
fact, the lodging of a jury in hotel rooms has often come into ques- 
tion. It has been held that where the jurors have been placed in rooms 
opening into a common passage, the several doors being open, and 
attended by officers who have securely fastened the entrances to the 
passage, the strictest requirements of the law are satisfied. State v. 
Derail, 51 La. Ann. 497, 25 South. 384; Kennedy v. Commonwealth, 2 Va. 
Cas. 510; Thompson v. Commonwealth, 8 Gratt. (Va.) 637. And it is 
not necessary that the entrance to the passage way be locked. Thomp- 
son v. Commonwealth, supra. But if placed in locked rooms on differ- 
ent floors of the same hotel, there is a separation. People v. Adams, 
supra. So if there is no direct connection between the several rooms or 
that of the attending officer. Hempton v. State, supra. Contra, see 
Commonwealth v. Manfredi, 162 Pa. St. 144, 29 Atl. 404. But an open 
connection between the rooms containing the jurors has been regarded 
unnecessary, where an officer is present in each. See State v. Robinson, 
supra. And in one jurisdiction it seems that not only may the jurors 
be lodged in separate rooms not locked, but, while there, the presence 
of an officer may be dispensed with. See Wright v. State, 35 Ark. 631. 
The mistake of the officer, in the principal case, seems to have been 
in locking the doors leading from the several rooms into the common 
passage. 

Dower — Protection of Inchoate Dower Right by Injunction. — A mar- 
ried man sold valuable oil and mineral lands without the joinder of his 
wife in the deed. While the husband was still living, the wife sought 
to enjoin the alienee from drilling for oil on the land, on the ground 
that she had a right to protect her dower right from waste. Held, the 
defendant will not be enjoined. Rumsey v. Sullivan (App. Div.), 150 N. 
Y Supp. 287. See Notes, p. 462. 

Extradition — Interstate Extradition — Habeas Corpus. — The plaintiff 
was held on a warrant for extradition in pursuance of a demand of the 
governor of a State from which it was alleged the plaintiff was a fugi- 
tive from justice. The indictment charged the prisoner with conspir- 
acy in escaping from an insane asylum, a crime under the laws of the 
demanding State. The plaintiff applied to a Federal court for a writ 
of habeas corpus on the ground that if insane he could not be guilty of 
conspiracy. Held, the criminal responsibility of the prisoner is to be 
determined by the courts of the demanding State under the laws thereof, 
and such question may not be raised on habeas corpus. Drew v. Thaw, 
35 Sup. Ct. 137. 

The power of the United States courts to interfere in interstate ex- 
tradition proceedings, when such power exists, should be exercised with 
the utmost caution and only in cases of urgency where the error is 



